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ii&m Sr, Ol&pp, 

Your letter of the 22sd case yesterday. I ppant that day in Washington, getting bow* 
at 1 &.&. I also have to spend all day %oday there. So* I respond in haste mS. -sill in 
sore detail as soon as it is possible. 

First Of all* I an astounded that you would do as you have without consulting us. 

If the case had boon adequately prejsared, there are carnalities or life, life©- illness, 
that could sake this schedule impossible. 

However* you have not prepared the case ana have not permitted esoi^i tisa© for 
adequate preparation of either part of it. 

You have by this sought to completely foreclose th& nodical .pert, with which you 
have not only done nothing but have steadfastly refused to respond the frequent times 
I have written you about it. You don't even have all our nodical records, have done nothing 
to get thoa, end have not clone as you promised when X pointed out that you did not have 
complete records and lacked any basia for comparison and evaluation, Shis was at our 
‘-'uly nesting in your off iso* on the answers to the govermon t*s interrogatories. You th * m 
agreed collets records are necessary ana you would get then. Aft er isonths of effort on 
sy part, hindered by your silence, I received this assurance only today. ,fter what is 
missing is delivered, proper nodical inquiry is required. I have repeatedly raised this 
question with you, from the beginning, without response, 'when X learned of a forensic 
psychiatrist is Haltiaore and wrote you asking about him, you did not even answer. You 
h&vo done nothing about locating m expert witness or witnesses in this area, have na d e 
no suggestions to me as to who would be acceptable to you, sM have been silent whan at 
ay initiative the hnv:Lrcmental defense Fund phoned you thro© weeks ago to offer precisely 
this kind of help. Swan the scientific literature relevant to this that X have ©ought out* 
and collected f over the years you have not looked at. If you have doubts about what caused 
them, you can % possibly have doubts about the existence of nccical problems with both of 
us. Such doubts and the presentation of proof in court both require what you have never 
even discussed with us, competent nodical examination. Were such m effort to 
immediately and to b« pursued with utmost vigor, it is a complete impossibility within 
the limits of the tine set forth, in your letter. 

In the other urea of the case you also have done nothing. l*s referring to fact, not 
legal research, which you have never even sectioned to me. All you have with the fact 

ie that which relates to the answers to the government's interrogatories. in about a year, 
to the boat of my recollection, this is ail you have done, respond to those interrogatories, 
shen you^wsre hare ana 1 wanted to a how you other evidence, you said that would cose later. 
Xou dMn t mm look at the extent of it. Yon did m sore than «Hm through the faff file, 
which I had in a cardboard box, and the few tilings X had laid aside for bavla. If you had 
or have is alad what you believe if is necessary for ua to prove and how, you have not 
jasntioioed it to me. What kinds of witnesses you will want you have not indicated. I had 
arranged a number xor -aft, but that was years ago. as 1 told and. wrote you, I have no way 
of knowing where most are or even if they are still alive. 1 also told you several are 
so.- lonely ill. I went info this further in giving you information for the interrogatory 
answers. Aside from the experts who are busy people and you selected & holiday time which 
aggravates this already-serioua problem, ne oly finding and speaking to those to whom I 
a&a spoken or iron whom * have asiidavits is probably Impossible in the loss than a month 
you have permitted, ana this does not even allow for taking thoa to you so you can decide 
whether you want to use tfcwa. Under ordinary circumstances, 1 can’t i n«H you putting 
a witness to whom you have never spoken oa the stand. In this case, with the* history of 
~ilara having done that, the disaster it caused and ay explicitness on the point with you, 
it Is inconceivable that you would guarantee the inevitability of precisely this. 




If you have deelded upon a theory ^r approach- to this aspect of the evidence, you 
h&vs kept it secret. fnerofore, 1 haven % the slightest idea ©f what you want to prove, 
who you. consider unnecessary, bow you prejj&e to do it and with who®, what further proofs 
in the fdm of mlculstions you sight require iasd ail these Mads of things take ti&e, 
particularly after the lapse of so n&ny years). 

Our logs are ezlasaaiye. Shey deal kith what we will have to prove, overflights and, 
their consequences. I don t believe you have even looked at than and 1 know they are in 
sy files, for I saw then there is socking what the $BF asked of m . If you took any of the 
copies i’aft had, you, did not t like all, for several files of than resain in that boz. loa 
neither looked at nor took our re .ords with the government, for those correspoaaeace files 
also remain in the bax. We never got into the sonic boos part, there ,is an entirely 
separate slain, to an extant significant for us, with the Mr force, which had agreed to 
pay and then didn’t. la that case we could pinpoint the source of the pisses and went to 
that base and reached .an agreeaeat with the proper of fleer there* Whether or not 1$ negotia- 
tion with the Mr force you could have acoofepliahed anything os this my he conjectural. 

Had you ever begun to prepare the case you’d have known about it. With oven a eoaMdembie 
coapraaise of the claim, for over $4,400, you’d have had. enough to pay the medical and 
other experts we need. Shore are other sonic boom damage© whore the booms are officially 
acisnowledgsd, .anti 1 have pictures of the damages they caused. In checking this file, of 
which you knew nothing, X find that I was also in touch with the Secretary of the Air Force, 
which 1 ditto t recall in answering that interrogatory question. And my then Songresssaa, 
who mads a considerable effort, whoa® file X have, ana it shows v&ai 1 think you will want 
and. might want to airsua further for it can be interpreted as acknowledgement of responsibility, 
let without having looked into the case enough to know of this separate, item ^am if sy 
recollection is correct, the same pianos caused damage in the Washington area, reported 
ih the papers) , you have applied inordinate pressure upon- me to accept a total settlement 
that would net less than payment of this separate claim alone. 

I know that for about & year, whenever snouts, time elapsed so 1 did not have to fear 
resentment on your pari, I wrote reportedly to ask you what I could do by way of preparing 
evidence for you. In doing this, X also remind© u you that the time w&a feeing wasted and 
that 1 wanted very such for the case to be heard 1 by Judge Jhoasen. X dan t believe you 
responded a single tine, and there is an enormous amount of work inquired to substantiate 
Individual things you might want to prove, for exsasple, the capacity of our laying chickens 
under normal circumstances. ’Jr the preparations of graphs showing normal and interferred- 
with production. If you want thin, and I thank southing like it is essential as proof. It 
might take no more than 10 minutes on the witness stand, but it could well take s long- 
hard week as a ta i n i ma at to prepare. I have countless files on this, fhia individual element 
of the aaay-faceted proof would require at least & third of the time you have permitted, 
plus what we’d have to do together with it, plus graphing, plus experts, etc* I’here are 
countless such elements of proof if any o^eo at all is to be presented. If you have no way 
of knowing this, it is not because I aids t undertake to inform you or ask what you wanted 
mo to be doing for the past year but beeaSse you have not begun to look into th** case you 
are now, without consultation with so, rushing into court. 

x ou have done nothing at all about discovery. 1 have taken this up with you regularly. 

But the very day before you m a d e those Impossible anaagsaan%you wrote m that you “would” 
carry this further. But before that letter reached bo you sade this, too, impossible. 1 
have repeatedly asked you about ay undertaking parts of this, from drafting interrogatory 
questions to seeking the information on ay own. I did begin this, did keep you informed of 
it, and one oi the things I did in Washington yesterday was locate some of this, with 
sore success than I had anticipated. 1 learned where files 1 had not considered are located 
sou have a conditional, promise of delivery of two xeroses of everything in each, one for you 
ana one xor me to go over for you. it is for similar purposes that X have appointments in 
»a3fciagton *onday. fhene is an enonaous amount of this possible, and the amount of money 




t 



involved is more than enough to justify the time, any event, nest ox* t he time would 
have 'teen sine and X repeatedly offered and suggested it. Jmmg the things possible is 
proof of our allegations from the- government's own files* I know of case after case of 
this and even discussed the© with Broo&to mad Davis when 1 was aro so . 

1 could go on and on listing such things* % sole isuediate purpose is to sake the 
point that wo are not ready for trial and can't be in the time you have permitted. It is 
physically impossible for us to get together beforl the -weak of Beoeaber 4, a week before 
the pre-trial conference you have scheduled and only 12 working days before you have 
ar ranged for the trial. If we ware willing to abandon the medical claim, which wa are 
not mm I think you should not even ask us to without thorough exploration of it when you 
have mads none and could have sale none, and if we knew new exactly what you want to 
present whereas m have no idea, you have arranged it so that there is not & fraction of 
the time required for even a rudimentary preparation of the case relating to the damage 
to the chickens. 

Whan, wa first spoko to you there were a number of tilings X made quite explicit. We 
would not again go to trial unprepsxed is one. I told you in detail why, such, as learning 
of "proof of loss" for the first tine on the witness stand, ^prepared witnesses is another, 
fheee and other things kicked back needlessly* 1 gave you an illustration from owB^tax 
r; cords, which show extensive losses over a base that was itself reduced by losses* fhat 
a large aaount of work in preparation would be required is another. I also told you that 
I could and would do tills work under your direction. If X am not a lawyer, I am export 
in poultry, have been used as an expert in poultry by states, several countries, our 
own government, and in official proceedings of several kinds. X have hfrri experience in 
collecting and preparing evidence, for official proceedings and in court* there is nothing 
1 a a raising for the first time in this letter* That we are today unprepared and can't be 
by the time you have arranged trial is not only not ay fault but is in spite of my many 
efforts for a year. lot we coula have had all of this over with by ^une, certainly by 
labor ley, if you had done aa you tola us at the outset you would. lot it took you months 
to get around to addressing the government's interrogatories with m and about five months 
to answer them after X gave you the inforsmtioa’ you then, lacked. Itatook you S IIlPk£®ths 
to get to m the gevenaaent'e aaswefs to the- first part of left's interrogatories than 
something like six years late and a month to seiluthett to so. I got that at bedtime three 
days ago* Sevan months is counted from the time you wrote s© you lied reminded Davis of then* 

fhsre is another arm of, great concern to sm in all of this, ana 1 have discussed it 
with you at length, because the first esse was unprepared., the judge concluded X am sot 
an honest nan. f'hax is & pem&nant defamation for which 1 do not blame the judge. Silard 
is responsible in not preparing the case, even with as. Because of it the judge offeree to 
withdraw. X declined, tor X want and believe I am entitled to a fair chance to clear ay 
naae, ana X regard bin aa an eminent jurist and a fair-asiMed nan. however, nothing has 
been dona that is not designed to prejudice him, beginning with Silard and iaft, whose 
delays are ior yours, and then continued, by Baron, who Haver kept his word to sit down and 
negotiate with mo, ana Brocato and Davis who did. worse, pretended they were when they didn't. 
2ou wejfli. expl i cit enough in tolling us tiiis is typical of B&vis from your pennons! knowledge, 
Bow you have arranged a. scneciuie'j after a year of time, that makes presentation of part of 
the case totally impossible ana the rest at the very best entirely inadequate. 

i 

s"e can t agree to this and. do not. fee ask that you undertake to explain this to the 
judge in a May that will not bo prejudicial to us or, at the very least, will be as un— 
prej u dicial as possible. You are well aware of our urgent needs of this tiae of the year, 
y wile xb in tajfei school which continues into next month , two days a week. We sponx until 
1 p»fB, a third day in therapy* Beginning January 2 we have our only income , isy wife's 
empLuysea*, wisich lasts until after too middle of April. Xf she can do nothing during tiiat 
iii^e, X have auen time and can ana will do such. During that tise X also must provide her 
with transportation, as you know. 




this is a vary old once. Timi, in itself is- hurtful to us beesaee of the daisy 
mm all. that mam a»4 because it looks 'had to the ^udge. 1 IMafc it is important for Ma 
to know that sot say -of this delay over all these years is our fault or our desire. (X oim, 
to illustrate, show you a diary with the incredible nusaber of days I went to daft *3 
office for appoints-ints he 4fdn* t keep or did nothing when I was there, his eoacrntrstion 
being on such things as^ getting draft deferments for hr. Williass* kedakine.) lou 
responded to ssy letter on dovesbar 17 last year, a week acre than & year ago. haring this 
tiae there was 'no delay attributable to xm, ste gave you the govarntami' e interrogatories 
when we first saw you and. you diipH gat into the© until February, knowing . My wife was 
then working day and right. She alone: knows our books. She alone keeps them. I ©ailed you 
the Kissing information three or four days only after she finished work, which I regard 
as prompt. Although as your later correspondence shows- you did receive this, you wrote tie 
in «une saying you hadn't and. would resign free, the case unless you did* in fact, when 1 
sent you ay only clear carbon and asked for its return when 1 learned you had gotten the 
original, you have not even done that* Ipu then took until October to answer these 
interrogatories , although we sade a trip to your office in v uly to go over the final 
wording with you and you dictated so a© of it in our presence. 1 think, particularly 
in the light of the loaregoingsjfefekes a pretty dear record. 

We are esxseedingly anxious to get this over with, but riot by throwing it away. % 
correspondence with you is also clear ana redundant on tills. I wrote you scout it ©any 
tine, without a single answer, hot on what I could do, not on witnesses, not on anything. 

% reoenti letters arc explicit in thsir espressioais of co noora. 1 'hey were' written 
before you proceeded as you have without answering the© or consulting with us. My ecaesm 
has turned to fear. I again solicit soregexplarmiion, for I ^usf can’t underataai this* 

Hiacerely, 



Harold Weiaberg 




